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1 . This application has been reassigned to Examiner David Phantana-angkool. 

2. This action is responsive to the following communications: Amendment filed on June 18 th , 2008. 
This action is made final. 

3. Claims 1-13 are pending claims. 

4. Applicants amended claims 1 , 11-13. 

5. Applicants amended claims 1 and 13 in response to a 35 USC § 101 rejection cited in the 
previous office action. Applicant's amendment has addressed the rejection previously made, and 
therefore, in view of the amendment, 35 USC § 101 rejection for claims 1-10 and 13 is now 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. 

While the applicant amended claim 12 in response to the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection presented in the last 
Office Action, the claim language currently does not recite positively statutory subject matter. The Office 
suggests changing the phrase "A program stored on a computer-readable medium" to "A computer- 
readable medium storing computer readable instructions". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1-6, 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ikeda, US# 

7,082,571. 

As for independent claim 1 : 

Ikeda shows a guidance display device provided on a terminal device for guiding a user's operation, the 
guidance display device comprising: 

• a content display unit operable to display respective contents on corresponding display regions 
which are included in one screen and are to be operated by the user (4:63-65); 

• a guidance content holding unit operable to hold, in advance, for each of the display regions, a 
guidance display content for guiding the user's operation of a display region (1 : 37-42 and 6: 32- 
37); 

• a guidance synthesis unit operable to obtain, from said guidance content holding unit, the 
guidance display contents respectively corresponding to the display regions, and to synthesize 
the obtained guidance display contents into one (4:59-61 ); 

• a guidance display unit operable to display, on a guidance region included in the screen, which is 
different from the display regions, the guidance display contents synthesized by said guidance 
synthesis unit (Figure 7 and 4: 59-65). 

As for dependent claim 2: 

Ikeda shows the guidance display device according to claim 1, further comprising a determination unit 
operable to determine an obtainment order for obtaining the guidance display contents respectively 
corresponding to the display regions (browser 23A specified the route to the user), wherein said guidance 
synthesis unit is operable to sequentially synthesize the guidance display contents obtained in 
accordance with the obtainment order determined by said determination unit (7:1 1-12). 
As for dependent claim 3: 
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Ikeda shows the guidance display device according to claim 2,wherein said determination unit is operable 
to determine the obtainment order for obtaining the guidance display contents, in accordance with an 
order in which the user operates the respective display regions (7:40-43). 
As for dependent claim 4: 

Ikeda shows the guidance display device according to claim 2,wherein said determination unit is operable 
to determine the obtainment order for obtaining the guidance display contents, in accordance with a focus 
position of one of the display regions on the screen (7:37-42). 
As for dependent claim 5: 

Ikeda shows the guidance display device according to claim 2,wherein said determination unit is operable 
to determine the obtainment order for obtaining the guidance display contents, in accordance with an 
order in which events are transmitted to a GUI component (7:30-42, Ikeda shows using map information 
detection unit 28). 
As for dependent claim 6: 

Ikeda shows the guidance display device according to claim 2, wherein said determination unit is operable 
to determine the obtainment order for obtaining the guidance display contents, in accordance with an 
arrangement relation of the display regions (7:37-42 and 7: 22-28). 
As for dependent claim 10: 

Ikeda shows the guidance display device according to claim 1, further comprising a guidance display 
position management unit operable to manage a use state and a display position of each of the guidance 
display contents (4:63-65) ± the use state indicating that each guidance display content is to be displayed 
or not to be displayed, wherein said guidance display unit is operable to display the guidance display 
contents in accordance with the use state and the display position managed by said guidance display 
position management unit (5:63-6:8). 
As for independent claim 11: 

Ikeda shows a guidance display method for guiding a user's operation, said guidance display method 
comprising: 
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• a content display step of displaying respective contents on corresponding display regions which 
are included in one screen and are to be operated by the user (4:63-65); 

• a guidance content holding step of causing a memory to hold, in advance, for each of the display 
regions, a guidance display content for guiding the user's operation of a display regions g uidance 
display contents respectively corresponding to display regions which are included in one screen 
and are to be operated by the user (1 : 37-42 and 6: 32-37); 

• a guidance synthesis step of obtaining, from the memory, the guidance display contents 
respectively corresponding to the display regions and of synthesizing the obtained guidance 
display contents (4:59-61 ); 

• a guidance display step of displaying, on a guidance region included in the screen, which is 
different from the display regions, the guidance display contents synthesized in said guidance 
synthesis step (Figure 7 and 4: 59-65). 

As for independent claim 12: 

Ikeda shows a program stored on a computer-readable medium for causing a computer to execute steps 
included in the guidance display method according to claim 1 1 (6:17-20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of 
each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
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examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

12. Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ikeda, US# 
7,082,571 in view of Burgess, US# 6,741,790. 
As for dependent claim 7: 

Ikeda substantially discloses a guidance display device as set forth in claim 6 above. Ikeda does 
not explicitly disclose wherein the arrangement relation of the display regions has a hierarchical window 
structure. However, Burgess teaches of wherein the arrangement relation of the display regions has a 
hierarchical window structure (see figure 8). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have wherein the arrangement relation of the display 
regions has a hierarchical window structure of Burgess on device of Ikeda in order to provide more 
options. 

As for dependent claim 9: 

Ikeda substantially discloses a guidance display device as set forth in claim 1 above. Ikeda does 
not explicitly disclose a region independent guidance content holding unit operable to hold region 
independent guidance contents that do not correspond respectively to the display regions, wherein said 
guidance synthesis unit is operable to synthesize the guidance display contents obtained from said 
guidance content holding unit and the region independent guidance contents obtained from said region 
independent guidance content holding unit. However, Burgess teaches of region independent guidance 
content holding unit operable to hold region independent guidance contents that do not correspond 
respectively to the display regions, wherein said guidance synthesis unit is operable to synthesize the 
guidance display contents obtained from said guidance content holding unit and the region independent 
guidance contents obtained from said region independent guidance content holding unit (video, 42 for 
example see figure 3). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a region independent guidance content holding unit operable to hold region 
independent guidance contents that do not correspond respectively to the display regions, wherein said 
guidance synthesis unit is operable to synthesize the guidance display contents obtained from said 
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guidance content holding unit and the region independent guidance contents obtained from said region 
independent guidance content holding unit of Burgess on device of Ikeda in order to provide more 
options. 

13. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ikeda, US# 7,082,571. 
As for dependent claim 8: 

Ikeda substantially discloses a guidance display device as set forth in claim 6 above. Ikeda does 
not explicitly disclose an arrangement relation management unit operable to manage the arrangement 
relation of the display regions, and to make a request of said guidance synthesis unit to start the 
synthesizing of the guidance display contents in the case where the arrangement relation is changed, 
wherein said guidance synthesis unit is operable to obtain, from said guidance content holding unit, 
guidance display contents respectively corresponding to the display regions having the changed 
arrangement relation, in the case of receiving the request from said arrangement relation management 
unit, and to synthesize the obtained guidance display contents. It would have been an obvious for the 
device of Ikeda to have an arrangement relation management unit, since such a device would be required 
to change to a new location as destination, this would cause the device of Ikeda to manage the 
arrangement relation of the display regions, and to make a request of said guidance synthesis unit to start 
the synthesizing of the guidance display contents in the case where the arrangement relation is changed, 
and wherein said guidance synthesis unit is operable to obtain, from said guidance content holding unit, 
guidance display contents respectively corresponding to the display regions having the changed 
arrangement relation, in the case of receiving the request from said arrangement relation management 
unit, and to synthesize the obtained guidance display contents as is disclosed. This limitation involves the 
mere application of a known technique necessary for the device of Ikeda to be usable by an end user (i.e. 
change location). Where a claimed improvement on a device or apparatus is no more than "the simple 
substitution of one known element for another or the mere application of a known technique to a piece of 
prior art ready for improvement," the claim is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). Ex Parte Smith, 83 
USPQ.2d 1509, 1518-19 (BPAI, 2007) (KSR v. Teleflex, 127 S.Ct. 1727, 1740, 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1396 
(2007). Accordingly Applicant claims a combination that only unites old elements with no change in the 
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respective functions of those old elements, and the combination of those elements yields predictable 
results; absent evidence that the modifications necessary to effect the combination of elements is 
uniquely challenging or difficult for one of ordinary skill in the art, the claim is unpatentable as obvious 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). Ex Parte Smith, 83 USPQ.2d at 1518-19 (BPAI, 2007) (KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1740, 
82 USPQ2d at1396. 

14. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ikeda, US# 
7,082,571 in view of Endo US# 5,889,493. 
As for independent claim 13: 

Ikeda shows a large scale integrated (LSI) circuit implemented as a guidance display device for guiding a 
user's operation, said LSI comprising, in an integrated manner, the following: 

• a content display unit operable to display respective contents on corresponding display regions 
which are included in one screen and are to be operated by user (4:63-65); 

• a guidance content holding unit operable to hold, in advance, for each of the display regions, a 
guidance display content for guiding the user's operation of a display region (1 : 37-42 and 6: 32- 
37); 

• a guidance synthesis unit operable to obtain, from the guidance content holding unit, the 
guidance display contents respectively corresponding to the display regions, and to synthesize 
the obtained guidance display contents into one (4:59-61 ); 

• a guidance display unit operable to display, on a guidance region included in the screen, which is 
different from the display regions, the guidance display contents synthesized by said guidance 
synthesis unit (Figure 7 and 4: 59-65). 

Ikeda does not explicitly disclose an LSI. However, Endo teaches of wherein the GPS receiver consists of 
LSI (see abstract). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have LSI of Endo on device of Ikeda in order to provide LSI screen. 



Response to Arguments 
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15. Applicants' arguments filed June 18 th , 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The Office refers applicants to MPEP 2123. Any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or 
figures in the prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be 
limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would 
have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332- 
33,216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the specification.' Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims 
during prosecution and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once 
issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 
1969). 

Reference is made to MPEP 2144.01 - Implicit Disclosure 

"[l]n considering the disclosure of a reference, it is proper to take into account not only specific 
teachings of the reference but also the inferences which one skilled in the art would reasonably be 
expected to draw therefrom." In re Preda, 401 F.2d 825, 826, 159 USPQ 342, 344 (CCPA 1968). 
Regarding 35 U.S.C. 102 rejection 
As for independent claims and 11: 

16. Applicants assert that the guidance display device and method, as recited respectively in claims 1 
and 1 1, is clearly different from the features noted above in Ikeda. Specifically, the display device of the 
present invention includes a content display unit that displays respective content on corresponding 
display regions include in one screen. No such feature is believed to be disclosed or suggested in Ikeda 
(Applicants' Remarks, Pg. 11). 

The Office respectfully disagrees. 

17. As shown above in this Office Action, Ikeda shows a content display unit operable to display 
respective contents on corresponding display regions which are included in one screen and are to be 
operated by the user in Column 4, lines 63-65. Ikeda shows the display control unit 13 displays a desired 
map on the screen and controls to display the area having a predetermined width of the route specified by 
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the route specifying unit 12 clearly and the other area less clearly, thus Ikeda clearly anticipate the above 
limitation of independent claims land 11. 

1 8. Applicants argue Ikeda does not display the above-describe synthesized guidance display 
content on a guidance region which is different from a display region (Applicants' Remarks, Pg. 12). 
The Office respectfully disagrees. 

19. It is noted that the Applicants argue an amended limitation that was not presented in the last 
Office Action. As shown above in this Office Action, Ikeda shows a guidance display unit operable to 
display, on a guidance region included in the screen, which is different from the display regions, the 
guidance display contents synthesized by said guidance synthesis unit in Figure 7 and Column 4, lines 
59-65. 

Regarding 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection 
As for dependent claims 7, 9: 

20. Applicants assert the features recited in independent claim 1 (as amended). Additionally, Burgess 
fails to overcome the deficiencies noted above in Ikeda. Therefore, no combination in Ikeda and Burgess 
would result in, or otherwise render obvious, claims 7 and 9 at least by virtue of their dependency from 
independent claim 1 (Applicants' Remarks, Pg. 13). 

The Office respectfully disagrees. 

21 . It is noted that the above Office Action shows Ikeda shows all the limitations of claim 1 and does 
not rely on Burgess to teach independent claim 1 . Moreover the combination of Ikeda and Burgess 
teaches all the limitations of claims 7 and 9 as shown in the previous Office Action and also on Pg. 6 
above. 

As for independent claim 13: 

With regard to independent claim 13, the applicants argue the same argument as presented above for 
independent claims 1 and 11. Thus as indicated in the above discussion, the same rationale/rejection 
applies to independent claim 13. 

Conclusion 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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23. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of 
the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE- 
MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the 
mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to David Phantana-angkool whose telephone number is 571-272-2673. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F, 9:00-5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
William Bashore can be reached on 571-272-4088. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

/David Phantana-angkool/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



/Kieu D Vu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



